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DETAILED ACTION 



Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 7 
August 2009 has been entered. 

2. It is noted that applicants' amendment filed 1 0 July 2009 which was previously 
not entered for the reasons set forth in the Advisory Action mailed 23 July 2009 has now 
been entered. The following action is based on this now entered amendment. 



Response to Amendment 

3. This Office action is in response to Applicant's amendment filed 7 August 2009, 
which amends claim 1, cancels claim 28, and adds new claim 29. 

Claims 1 , 4, 7-1 3, 1 5-27, and 29 are pending. 

4. The objection to the claims in the Office Action mailed 10 April 2009 is withdrawn 
due to applicants amending of the claims in the reply filed 7 August 2009. 

5. The rejection of under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph of claim 28, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
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applicant regards as the invention is withdrawn due to applicant's cancelling of the claim 
in the reply filed 7 August 2009. 

6. The rejection under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) of claims 1,4, 7-10, 13, 17-21, 23, and 25- 
27 as being anticipated by Onikubo et al. (US 6,280,859 B1), is overcome due to 
Applicant's amending of the claims in the reply filed 7 August 2009. 

7. The rejection(s) under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) of claims 1 1 , 12, 15, 16, 22, and 24 as 
being unpatentable over Onikubo et al. (US 6,280,859 B1) is overcome due to 
applicant's amending of the claims in the reply filed 7 August 2009. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

8. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

9. Claim 29 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Kitazawa et 
al. (JP 2002/063989 A) machine translation relied upon. 

Kitazawa et al. disclose an electric device [0001] comprising a cathode [0012], an 
anode [0013], and at least one organic layer between the electrodes [0014]. The 
reference discloses the device with on phosphorescent emitters [0041]. The reference 
discloses the organic layer to comprise instant example compound 2 ([0017]-[0022] and 
[0027] second compound). 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 0. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

1 1 . The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1 , 148 
USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining 
obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating 
obviousness or nonobviousness. 

12. Claim 29 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Kitazawa et al. (JP 2002/063989 A) machine translation relied upon. 

Kitazawa et al. disclose an electric device [0001] comprising a cathode [0012], an 
anode [0013], and at least one organic layer between the electrodes [0014]. The 
reference discloses the device with on phosphorescent emitters [0041]. The reference 
discloses the organic layer to comprise instant example compound 2 ([0017]-[0022] and 
[0027] second compound). The reference also teaches that the disclosed compounds 
may be substituted or unsubstituted [0022]. While the reference does not explicitly 
disclose substituted compounds such as instant example compounds 3 and 4, such 
compounds would be obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention. One of ordinary skill in the art would readily expect simple common 
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substituents such as methyl or fluoride to be suitable substituent resulting in a similar 
compound suitable for the same purpose given the disclosure of Kitazawa et al. which 
teaches substituents to be suitable. While the reference does not exemplify a 
substituted aryl compound, this does not negate a finding of obviousness under 35 USC 
103 since a preferred embodiment such as an example is not controlling. Rather, all 
disclosures "including unpreferred embodiments" must be considered. In re Lamberti 
192 USPQ 278, 280 (CCPA 1976) citing In re Mills 176 USPQ 196 (CCPA 1972). 

Allowable Subject Matter 

13. Claims 1,4, 7-13, and 15-27 are allowed. 

14. The following is a statement of reasons for the indication of allowable subject 
matter: 

The prior art doe not teach or suggest the compounds of formulae (2) to (4) as 
presently claimed. The closest prior art, Onikubo et al. (US 6,280,859 B1), teaches 
compounds of instant formula (4) the taught compounds comprise arylamine groups 
which are excluded from the present claims. Ogasawara et al. (US 7,468,212 B2) 
disclose a compound of instant formula (4) however the prior art compound bears 
SO2CH3 substituents on R (R= tetraphenylene) which are also excluded from the 
present claims. 
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Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to MICHAEL WILSON whose telephone number is (571) 
270-3882. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Thursday, 7:30-5:00PM 
EST, alternate Fridays off. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Larry Tarazano can be reached on (571) 272-1515. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

ID. Lawrence Tarazano/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 1794 

MHW 



